In "Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency"' we presented for consideration three tables on the basis of which we believe it should be possible to select from among young boys (at school entrance) those who will probably become persistent delinquents unless timely and effective intervention can divert their predicted course of maladapted behavior into socially acceptable channels. One is based on five social factors that sharply differentiate the delinquents from the control group of nondelinquents (supervision of boy by mother, discipline of boy by father, affection of mother for boy, affection of father for boy, and unity of the family group); a second on five traits of character structure derived from the Rorschach Test (social assertion, defiance, suspiciousness, destructiveness and emotional lability); and a third on five traits of temperament as determined by psychiatric interviews (adventurousness, extroversion in action, suggestibility, stubbornness and emotional instability).
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These tables show a high association between the relevant factors and the likelihood of delinquency or non-delinquency,--a potentiality that (as will be indicated below) is already being converted into a high probability through the test of a series of experimental checks on other samples of cases.
As our "weighted score" method of constructing the tables is fully reported in "Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency" (Chapter XX), as well as in our other works, 3 there is no need to describe it in any detail here beyond pointing out that the five predictive factors comprising a particular table were initially selected from among those showing the widest range of difference in incidence between the 500 delinquents encompassed in "Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency" and their 500 matched non-delinquents. The percent of delinquents existing in each subcategory of a factor provided the basis for constructing a "total weighted score" derived from summating the individual scores on the subcategories of all five factors in which a particular 1945, New York and London, Macmillan Co., pp. 63-73. boy is placed. The table itself was derived from separately distributing all the delinquents and all the non-delinquents (for whom their status on all five factors was known) into "weighted score classes". Assuming validation on other series of cases, the incidence of the delinquents and non-delinquents within each "weighted score class" expresses the likelihood of delinquency for individuals falling in that "score class." Whether or not such a table has applicability to samples of different composition (in respect, for example, to ethnic makeup or economic status), awaits practical demonstration.
Before presenting the tables, we set down the five social factors under consideration, 4 the five traits of character structure, 5 and the five traits of temperament, 6 with their "weighted scores." The "prediction" tables derived from these three sets of data appear as Table I,  Table II, and Table III. Examination of the distribution of the delinquents and non-delinquents in each weighted score class in the three tables appears to indicate that their capacity to differentiate between delinquents and non-delinquents is quite similar (see note 13).
Thus far only the table based on five social factors (the "Social Prediction Table, " as it has come to be known) has been put to the test; and then only in retrospective application on various samples of delinquents (and in one instance of non-delinquents also) of different background from those on which the ("Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency," Table XX -11, p. 266.) as potential delinquents about 90 percent of each of the samples of delinquents, had it been applied when the boys in question were only six years old. A more definitive test is now in process, however, to determine whether the discovery of potential delinquents in a first-grade school population on the basis of the Social Prediction Table actually proves by follow-up of a substantial group of boys, not yet delinquent, that it can successfully differentiate both potential delinquents and true non-delinquents at the early age of six.
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The question now at issue is whether the "screening" capacity of the Table based on five social factors can be enhanced beyond what the validation studies so far show (in retrospective validations, at least) to be its ability. In order to make adequate comparison possible between the Social "Prediction" tables, it is necessary to set down a more detailed distribution by score classes than was done in Table I . Now we proceed to make various combinations of factors from among the fifteen that comprise all three tables on a group of 424 boys out of the 1,000 in "Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency" (205 delinquents and 219 non-delinquents) in whose cases data on all the fifteen factors and traits were available."
The first of these combined tables incorporates the five social factors and the five traits of temperament (derived from psychiatric examination) and results in the distribution seen in Table V .
Comparison of Table V with Table IV suggests that the differentiation between the delinquents and the non-delinquents is not heightened by the addition of the five traits of temperament to the five social factors. The quite uniform reciprocal tendency in the percentage of delinquents and non-delinquents within the score classes is clearly evident. We turn now to Table VI based on the five social factors and the five traits of character structure (derived from Rorschach Test).
Although Table VI appears to reflect a slightly greater differentiative capacity than Table IV , it cannot be said that it is so much more discriminative that its substitution for the table based on only five social factors is warranted.
Considering next a table omitting the five social factors, and combining the five traits of temperament with the five character traits, Table VII shows that these ten traits are no more discriminative than the one based on the five social factors alone.
Next we turn to Table VIII in which all fifteen factors and traits are incorporated.
Comparison of Table VIII with Table IV , in which only the five social factors are utilized, shows it similarly differentiates the delinquents and non-delinquents.
Next we turn to Table IX in which two social factors (supervision of boy by mother and cohesiveness of family) are combined with two traits of temperament (stubbornness and adventurousness) and one trait of character structure (defiance). They were selected because they distinguish delinquents from non-delinquents more markedly than do the others.
Although Table IX To experiment still further, we eliminated from the above group of factors and traits the one derived from the Rorschach Test (defiance) and constructed a table based on the four remaining items.
In Table X the result varies so little from the discriminative capacity of Table IX , based on five social factors alone, that there would appear to be no need to resort to Rorschach Tests and psychiatric examinations for the purpose of selecting potential delinquents.
The social factor table, already shown to be a valid instrument by several retrospective applications of it to series of cases differing in makeup from the original sample on which it was constructed," now awaits only the final result of its application to a group of six year old boys at the point of school entrance"2 who have been "spotted" as potential delinquents and who are being "followed up" to determine the correctness of the prediction of delinquency. Thus far, although the boys are as yet only in the third grade, 50 percent of those found to be "potential delinquents" are already manifesting obvious behavioral difficulties in school as contrasted with 8.2 percent of those predicted as non-delinquent. This as yet very limited "follow up" appears to suggest the effectiveness of the table. However, we are not yet in a position to make a definitive statement as to the potency of the Table. In order to determine whether a statistical analysis would yield results confirming those presented above, we asked Dr. William H. Angoff of Princeton, New Jersey, to compute correlation coefficients between the tables and between each table and delinquency. It will be observed that his results do tend to confirm our interpretations." Tables I and II shows these two to be intermediate in their diagnostic power: IM is about as valid as the Social index alone, which is the most valid of the three basic indexes. The index I-5 yields a still higher correlation, but not as high as any index-composite which contains Social. Nevertheless, it should be recalled that 1-4 and I-5 consist of only four and five factors and the composites consist of ten and fifteen factors. It is noted that 4 and I-5 even yield higher validities than the ten-factor composite of the Psychiatric plus Rorschach." 
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Although Angoff's statistical analysis confirms our findings that combinations of factors involving social plus psychiatric data, social plus Rorschach data, or all three sets of data combined, yield only a slightly better relationship to the criterion of delinquency than that attained either by the three separate sets of data or by the Social Prediction Table alone, it does not appear that the increment in efficiency is great enough to warrant a recommendation that Rorschach Tests and psychiatric skills be utilized in "screening" or "spotting" potential delinquents. This is especially true in view of the fact that less training is required to become adept in the gathering and classification of social factors than in the application and interpretation of Rorschach Tests or the making of psychiatric examinations and assessments.
We are therefore satisfied to recommend the use of the Social Prediction Table rather than those based on Rorschach or psychiatric data; and we look forward to its development as a large-scale screening device which will not only make possible early "case finding" but will lead the way to early preventive therapy.
respectively with delinquency. The Social index alone identifies delinquents better than does the Psychiatric index, and that better than the Rorschach index. Thus, if we were restricted to the use of only one index, we would choose the Social index. If we were restricted to the use of only two indexes, we would choose the Social and Psychiatric and omit the Rorschach. Note also that the three indexes are not entirely independent measures, since they correlate to some extent among themselves. Social vs. Psychiatric: .461; Social vs. Rorschach: .410; Psychiatric vs. Rorschach: .442. Nevertheless, while the contribution of each index to the identification of delinquency is not independent of the contribution of the other two, each index does add something unique to the identification. For that reason, the contribution of all three together is greater than that of any one or two alone, as will be shown below. Table II gives the correlations of the indexes with the criterion when the indexes are taken in combination. The first column of figures gives the correlations with delinquency of each composite taken as a simple sum of the indexes. The second column of figures gives the correlations with delinquency of each composite taken as an optimally weighted sum of the indexes, to yield maximum (multiple) correlation with the criterion. Comparison of the two columns, row by row, reveals that the multiple correlations with the criterion are not appreciably higher than the correlations of indexcomposites with the criterion. By this we learn that there would be no advantage to weighting one index more heavily than another in order to achieve high correlations.
A comparison of the first three figures in Table II (either of the two columns) with the last column of Table I shows that in every case the sum of the two indexes is a better index than either one taken alone. For example, the composite of the Social and Psychiatric indexes yields a higher correlation (.755) with the criterion than does either the Social (.682) or the Psychiatric (.610) separately. Also, the composite of the three indexes yields a higher validity (.781) than the composite of any two. It is also of interest to note that the Social index alone correlates higher with the criterion than the composite of Psychiatric and Rorschach.
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